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Similarly striking regional variations in the use of the different
methods of treatment are shown in the material available on
the-sentencing policy of English criminal courts. The following
table gives the maximum and minimum percentage figures for
the most important methods of treatment as used in 1933 by
Courts of Summary Jurisdiction, excluding Juvenile Courts
(indictable offences only) : 1


	Imprisonment without Option of a Fine.
	Fines.
	Probation.
	Binding Over without Supervision.
	Dismissed after Charge Proved.

Average for England and Wales . .
	24-7
	31-1
	ig-I
	I5-3
	7'8

Maxima .
	36-8
 (Bristol)
	73-6 (Glamorgan County)
	43-8 (Nottingham)
	27-1 (Manchester)
	31-6
 (Leeds)

Minima   .
	5-i (Glamorgan County)
	12-4 (Portsmouth)
	5-0 (Glamorgan County)
	4*9 (Leeds)
	.27
 (Birmingham)

The picture was only slightly more uniform for Juvenile
Courts in the same year : 2


	Committals to Home Office Schools.
	Fines.
	Probation.
	Binding Over without Supervision.
	Dismissed after Charge Proved.

Averages for England and Wales
	9*5
	3'i
	53'9
	9-5
	22'5

Maxima   .
	22-1
 (Newcastle)
	6-2 (Durham County)
	78-1
 (Birmingham)
	23*9 (Bristol)
	,54'4 (Liverpool)

Minima
	3*5
 (Glamorgan County)
	I'O
 (Birken-head)
	29-4 (Bristol)
	(Several Courts)
	2-9
 (Newcastle)

In 19383 the average percentage of adult offenders placed on
probation by Courts of Summary Jurisdiction was 15, whereas
1 Compiled from the Report on the Social Services in Courts of Summary Juris-
diction (1936, Cmd. 5122), p. 175. Although Glamorgan County happens to be
more often than any other district at one end of the scale, it is by no means an isolated
instance. Other districts show deviations from the average which are only slightly
less considerable.
2Jbid.s p. 176.